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A VOICE FROM THE LIVING. 
——— 

We think our readers will agree with us in believing 
that the following ** Voicrk Prom THE LivinG,”’ ad- 
dressed to the Rev. Thos. H. Skinner, of Philadelphia, 
who drew nn f public riion,. the Tract rece ntly pub- 
ished by the ‘Tract Society ot Philadelphia, called 
oF a Jnothe f 


his more recent acknowledgment, that, in this matter, 


Foice from the Grave,” and occasioned by 


‘She has been the subject of flagrant imposition, ought 
to be fayoured with all convenient publicity, as a 
SoLEMN WARNING to superstitious Ministers and wick- 
ed church members. 

‘Lo the citizens of Philadelphia, or those who 
‘mn Mir. Shinner’s Address to the Public, 
in which he frankly acknowledges himself to 
have beep the subject of “* Hagrant PM POSUion, 
no explanation of the following address is neces- 
gary ; it have been believed that Mr. 
Skinnee’s address would meet the eve of all who 
have read. or shall read, the Tract alluded to, 
for iis sake, (tor truly I pity the man), he should 
have been spared this address. But, it is to be 
presumed that thousands will see the Tract who 
willnever see the acknowledgment of the tnpo- 
on! And, onthe other band, as this address 
o the hands of some who have not 

op etiher the Tract, or the acknowledgment 
and exposure of its falsity by Mr. Skinner, it is 
thought expedient to give the foilowing expla- 


have see 
’ 


and could 


S77? 


may tall int 


nulion. 

‘ime inthe month of April or May last, 
a pamphiet, or Tract, made its appearance be- 
fore the public, published by the 'l'ract Society 
of Philadelphia, called “* Another Voice from the 
Grave.” purporting to be the dying confession 
of a most abandoned character, who died in the 
greatest * agony concerning the state of her 
soul!” that she confessed to an injured female, 
hat she had been the means of the murder of 


“ome 


her father, and also bad attempted the murder | 
of herself! that in other respects she had been: 
guilty of the most shameful conduct, the recital | 
of which it is not necessary to repeat! that, be-| 
ing asked, if she had not some hope in the doctrine | 


4 


tive ; and died, saying, * Hellis my awful doom 
forever!” Orrather, her last words, as stated 


mm the Tract, were “ Heir, ivi, 1s MY EVERLAST?-! 


ING DOOM !”° 


Mrs. S. the female to whom this confession: 


was said to have been made, being a member of 
the church of which the Rey. Thomas H. Skin- 
ner is pastor, to wit, the “Fifth Presbyterian 
Church in the City of Philadelphia,” the dying 
woman enjoined it on her to relate the same to 
her pastor, for the purpose of its being publish- 
ed to the world. : 
accordingly done, Mr. Skinner prepared the | 
Tract for pu' lication, without suspecting, as it 
seems, the les | rnposture. 

Some of ths ucts, however, as stated in the! 
Tract, being so zlaringly false, it was not suf- 
fered to rest—in.jmi>, was set on foot, and Mr 
Skinner was at len»! nvinced, as acknowledg- | 
ed in his address, th, ‘d been made the subject 
of flagrant unposition 


‘ 





ness of its authors is, when it was found that 
the imposition was likely to be detected, not on- 
ly Eliza Sayre, who it seems was the principal 
author of the imposition, but one other female 
(Catharine Bray) went beforé a magistrate, to 
wit, Peter Christian, one of the aldermen of the 
city of Philadelphia, acs made solemn oath to 
the truth of the facts as stated in the Tract, and 
to other circumstances corroborating the same. 
These affidavits are published in the American 
Centinel of June 26, in the address signed by 
Mr. Skinner, which also contains the circum- 
stances by which the imposition was detected, 
and the whole subject, respecting the woman, 
her dying confession, §-c. is there shown and ac- 
knowledged to be a “ Aagrunt imposition !” 

These are the facts on which is founded the 
following Address; the only object of which is 
to counteract in some measure the pernicious 
tendency which it is conceived the Tract would 
have had, even if the principal facts had been 
founded in truth; and more especially as it is 
all a fabrication ! 

It may be proper to state here the manner in 
which the imposition was finally detected, which 
as it does not admit of much abridgment, I shall 
give in Mr. Skinner’s own words. 

“Mrs. S. fi. e. Mrs. Sayre] frequently spoke 
of the relations of the deceased, who she said 
were afraid of being known as connected witb 
so vile a person, Lut who stilt promised that they 
would give their testimony in some way con- 
sistent with their own security. Great pains 
were taken to find out these relatives ; several 
letters were addresséd to Mrs. Smith through 
Mrs. S. urging her to come forward; and though 
no written answers were received, by verbal 
messages the hope of obtaining the most abun- 
dant evidences, from them was constantly fos- 
tered. 

“At length, Mrs. S. declared that they had 





af universal salvation, she anawered in the nega-. 


rone to their country seat, but that they were 
still ready to testify, and would do so, she hoped, 
to full satisfaction. And on last Saturday after- 
noon, a female dressed in black, and having on 
a veil, and declaring herself to be a relation of 
the supposed deceased woman, went into the 
office of Charles Souder, Esq. and wished him 
to take her deposition to the truth of the Tract 
in general, and particularly to the facts of the 
death and burial of the unfortunate woman.— 
Mr.Sonder declined taking her deposition at that 
time ; but it was agreed that she should come 
again on Monday. On the evening of Saturday, 
two of the elders of the church were informed 
by Mrs. S. that she had found one of the rela- 
tions of the deceased, whe had been at the ma- 


1519. 
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Philadelphia. 
Sir—I write to inform you, that one of the 


unfortunate woman’s daughters was at the 
squire’s on Saturday, and was to come to day, 
| but owing to some business she could not come , 
| but through the course of the week she will 
callon you. In answer to the letter that moth- 
er received, she will consider upon it, and if she 
thinks proper, she will come forward. We beg 
of you not to call on Maria Jacobs, till some of 
us see you. The name is 








ANNA SMITH. 


Suspicion now became still more active, and 
Mrs. 8. was requested to go before the magts- 
trate, to satisfy him that she was, or was not, the 
person he had seen on Saturday. Mrs. S. agreed 
to go, and though dressed then in while, was 
immediately recognized as the same individual ; 
she however roundly denied the fact; and to 
convince the magistrate and his family that it 
was not so, promised to show on the morrow the 
identical individual who had been there on Sat- 
urday. Accordingly, on the morrow, Mrs. 5. 
with two females, one dressed in black, went to 
the house of one of the elders, at which Mr. 
Souder and one of his family, by request after- 
wards attended. In the absence of Mrs. S. and 
before Mr, Souder arrived, the writer [Mr. Skin- 
ner,| in company with a gentleman, conversed 
with the two females, and soon became persuad- 
ed that they were not true witnesses. When 
Mr. Souder and his daughter came, they both 
instantly declared, that the person in black was 
not the one who had been at the office on Satur- 
day. They were at first, with some boldness, 
contradicted, but after a while, the unhappy per- 
son confessed that Mrs. 5. had persuaded her to 
come forward for the purpose of extricating her 
from her disagreeable dilemma. Mrs. §.* was 
then summoned to appear; was informed of 
what had taken place, and after a little effort at 
contradiction, she confessed her guilt ! She un- 
dertook to give some explanation of her con- 
duct, but without giving satisfaction.” 





* Eliza Sayre, in hee affidavit, swore ‘* that she is the 
person referred to by the name of Mrs. S. in the Tract 
lately published by the Tract Society of Philadelpbia.” 
Philadelphia, July 1, 1819. 


{We are sorry that our limits will not permit us to 
publish the Address this week—The above are only 
prefatory remarks ; the address we will favour our rea- 
ders with next week. } 








GENEROSITY 
Is the offspring of heaven—the elder brother 





gistrate’s office to have her deposition taken.— 


of the office, and found that the fact was as) 
has been stated. 2 
accidently discovered to a member of the church 


On Sabbath evening it was and Sincerity its constant attendant. 


of Charity—Sympathy its Sister, and Love its 


This, as was alleged, being | And these gentlemen forthwith went in pursuit | darling companion. 


Compassion and Benevolence are in its train, 


, _ Happy, 
happy would it be for the world, was it oftener 


that Mrs. S. had on Saturday afternoon disguised | to be met with! 


| 


herself in black and gone into the streets—sus- | 


How many evils and calamities would it re- 


picion was instantly awakened that the relative move or alleviate—how many animosities and 
of the deceasedwas no other than Mrs.S.herself;! contentions would it stifle in the birth ! 

and it was resolved that one of the elders should 
what discovers the , > ¥ at the office of Mr. Souder, and see the de- | ation, it dwells only in the bosom of those where 
bascuess of the imposture, as well as the wicked- position taken—no person, however, came, but|no vice can be found, 


A stranger to cruelty, hypocrisy and dissimu- 
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LL 
UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


BOSTON, SATURDAY, JULY 31, 1819. 








As it becomes us to acknowledge every favour, we 
are disposed to notice what is called a review of our 
paper of the 17th July, in the Kaleidoscope of the 24th. 

The reviewer says, in relation to our extract from the 
Rev. Mr. Channing’s sermon, and our observations on 
the extract, ‘After keeping a careful connexion of the 
whole extract, I confess they do not satisfy my mind, 
that the doctrine of Universalism is clearly stated in 
the extract ; but, on the contrary, that the doctrine of 
future punishment is plainly expressed and advocated.” 
With whatever respect we are bound to attend to the 
reviewer’s confession that he cannot see that Univer- 
salism is clearly stated in the extract, and his declara- 
tion that he sees the doctrine of future punistiment sta- 
ted, &c. it appears to us that it belonged to him to have 
attempted to scan the particular passages in which we 
contended Universalism was stated, and to show that 
those passages do not indicate universality. But this 
he has not done, but merely says that his mind is not 
satisfied. Why has he not condescended to point out 
our error? Why did he not direct us to the expressions 
in the extract which we misapplied? Where are those 
vast statements, which are as comprehensive as the uni- 
verse, and in language of studied perspicuity, which we 
quoted to show that the preacher believes in Universa- 
lism? Why they are kept out of sight. They were of 
such smal] moment in the mind of the reviewer that in 
his opinion they were not worth quoting. But we are 
not of his opinion, and therefore shall act accordingly ; 
And if occasion should call, we should not regret to 
quote the passage in Mr. C’s. sermon, which, we say, 
states Universalism most clearly, in every number of 
our paper. It is here presented again: ‘* We believe 
that God is infinitely good, kind, benevolent, in the 
proper sense of these words ; good in disposition, as well 
as in act; good not toa few, but to all; good to every 
individual, as well as to the general sy-tem.” 

How could the reviewer carefully examine these state- 
ments and not feel satisfied that the doctrine of Univer- 
salism is clearly stated in them? And why did he not 
point out our mistake, by shewing that wfinite goodness 
ig not consistent with Universalism? Why did he not 
show, by some plain, simple argument, that infinite 
kindness, infinite benevolence to every individual as 
well as to the general system does not express univer- 
sality? Why has he not presented us with a sentence 
expressive of universality, and by comparing it with the 
one quoted trom the sermon, show that Mr. C’s. lan- 
guage comes infinitely short of Universalism? The 
preacher’s statement is, that God is infinitely good to 
every individual. If this be not Universalism, why may 
we not be informed what is? The preacher was care- 
ful to negative the opposite of his opinion, by saying; 
‘*sood not to a few, but to all; good to every individ- 
ual, as well as to the general system.” If the preach- 
er had stated the other way, and said, good not to all, 
but to a few, to the general system in a certain sense, 
but not to every individual, would our reviewer then 
have been satisfied that Universalism was stated? No, 
most assuredly he would not, nor is he satisfied that it 
is stated when the exact reverse of partialism is clearly 
laid down. We are perfectly satisfied that every true 
believer in God’s universal goodness, who rejoices in 
God as the ‘* Saviour of ail men,’ will agree with us, 
that no man can understandingly deny that universal 
salvation is necessarily embraced in the statements 
queted from Mr. C’s. sermon. And we are furthermore 
satisfied, that the author of the sermon will never say 
that be did not mean to state universality in the state- 
ments alluded to. 

Though the reviewer could not be satisfied that Uni- 
versalism is stated by Mr. C. yet he is fully’satisfied that 
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preacher says, speaking of mercy, ** It has a regard to 
character as truly as his justice. It defers punishment, 
and suffers Jong, that the sinner may return to his duty, 
but leaves the impenitent and unyielding to the fearful 
retributions threatened in God’s word.’ And with this 
the following is connected ; ‘‘And a father’s justice for 
the incorrigible.» Here the reviewer says that future 
punishment is ‘‘ plainly expressed and advocated.” — 
There is something really unaccountable in this state- 
ment. We see not one word in what is here quoted 
from the sermon that necessarily refers to a future state. 
We are satisfied that the preacher made use of no ex- 
pression which was designed to carry our minds into a 
future existence. And yet we are here told that future 
punishment is ‘plainly expressed and advocated,”’— 
that is, that the sentiment_of future misery or punish- 
ment is first plainly expressed and then arguments are 
gone into designed to advocate this sentiment: This 
statement is unaccountable. 

We endeavoured to make it appear, that the preach- 
er could not mean to be understood as designing to do 
away his main statements by these passages, and our 
readers will be of our opinion if they will but carefully 
observe, that the preacher denies the execution of any 
punishment which is not designed to promote the holi- 
ness of every individual who is punished. This he has 
particularly laid down. And because he has so clear- 
ly done this, we contend that he ought not to speak of 
mercy’s leaving the impenitent, nor of a father’s justice 
for the incorrigible ; for if punishment be designed to 
reform the punished, then there is mercy in the punisii- 
ment, and the idea of incorrigibleness is excluded. 

The reviewer says, in relation to the above subject, 
**In answer to the question, ** what benefit is a father’s 
justice to one who is incorrigible? 1 reply none; but 
the reverse as it ought to be.*?) That is a father’s jus- 
tice ought to be no benefit to his child who is incor- 
rigible, but a damage. Now parents, we appeal to you, 
we humbly ask if you have any justice for your disobe- 
We 
are now on the great question which distinguishes the 
Universalist 


dient children that you mean for their damage ? 
from the Limitarian. The great question 
is, whether a father can consistently with the parental 
character, go deliberately to work in a way to damage 
his own offspring?) Our opposer avows the affirmative 
of this question; we reject it with horror! Reader, 
should you see a parent administering affliction on his 
son, should you see that the plan of administration was 
calculated to increase the misery of the wretched child 
to all the extent of human torture, and you should ask 
the father what this was designed for, and he should 
tell you that it was all designed for the child’s damage, 
could you say, that this parentis good to every individ- 
ual of his family ? Could you say, God succeed your de- 
signs in tormenting your offspring, in which you imitate 
our Father who isin heaven? Asevery rational parent 
knows that this doctrine is false, as it applies to moral 
principles with us, we are fully authorised to expunge 
it from the character of God. What rigiit have we to rep- 
resent our heavenly Father in a character that would 
cause the most inhuman parent on earth to blush ? 

Respecting Judas, our reviewer thinks it may be prov- 
ed that he is now in torment, without its being proved 
that he has an existence! But it really appears to us 
that any argument that will prove that a man is misera- 
ble, or happy, sick or in health at any given time, must 
at least, embrace sufficient evidence to prove that such 
aman is in existence at the same given time. 

Suppose, for instance, that it becomes necessary to 
prove, in a certain case in law, that a certain man was 
sick in the town of Boston at a certain given time; is 
it supposable that this man’s sickness could be proved 
by any possible testimony, which would not at the 
same time prove that there was such a inan in Boston 
at the same giventime? Now as it is acknowledged by 
our opposer that what our Saviour said concerning Judas 
does not prove that Judas is uow in existence, if he will 


the doctrine of future punishment is stated, where the page his good sense, he must acknowledge that what 


| Iscari i. 





Jesus said concerning Judas dues not prove that Judes 
is now miserable. 

In reply to the statement that it is not within the 
possible meaning of the words of the Saviour, that it 
would have been good for Judas not to have had an ex- 
istence, our opposer says, ‘* To me it seems very much 
like quibbling.”? In the first place we refer our readers 
to what we have said already on the subject of Judas, 
which we consider a suficient reply to any thing that 
has yet heen offered against us on that topic. But in 
reply to this charge of quibbling, what shall we say? 
Why we say, though we most sincerely thank our op- 
poser for all the notice he has taken of our arguments 
christian, we are not dis- 
irve. ‘That there is not 


in a stile which become the 
posed to thank him for this chi 
even the appearance of quibbling in our statement is as 
evident as any proposition whatever. For there is no- 
thing more evident than that for a man to receive any 
good, that man must exist. 

If our opposer would show our error in this case why 
did he not point out and make it clear that non-exist- 
ence is capable of receiving some good? 

In reply to the question stated by our opposer, where 
he notices our argument concerning the possible mean- 
ing of our Saviour’s words, particularly where we said, 
‘* We may suppose that Jesus meant, that it would have 
been good for Judas if his lot had been appointed with 
those who never 
what light??? We 

} 


Thousands and millions 


‘+ “y ‘ 


saw the lig is follows, ** Query, 


answer, the light of this natural 
world. of the human family, 
have relinquished their exis‘once in flesh and blood, 
.ht of our sun, and they 
have either gone into non-existence, or are continued 
in a state of being, whieh Job 


ed a desire had been allotted unto them. 


without ever beholding the 
and Jeremiah express- 


In his conclu-ion the 
express his good feelings ma benes 
half of Mr. Ballou and his adherents, 
therefore, must still remain of the 


reviewcr makes an attempt to 
lent wish, in be- 
as follows; * i 
opinion, that there 
will forever be a vast diflerence in the condition of the 
two; (Judas and Peter,) and sincerely hope that Mr. 
b. and his adherents will find aud associate with much 
better company, in the future state, than that of Judas 
Iscariot..> For any benevolent wish toward ourselves, 
we are bound to feel grateful, but when such a wish or 
hope involves, by its contemplated means, the very re- 


verse of its own pretensions, we are then required to 


make a due separation,and carefully distinguish between 


the good desired concerning us, end the re prehe nsible 
effvet this kind object. 

ally hopes that ** Mr. 
B. and tis adherents will find and as 


means which are expected to 
It our rood christian brother r 
ciate with much 


better company, im the future state than that of Judas 


4 33 


it must follow of course, that he hopes that 


Judas will not associate with the best of company, in 


the future state. This sonnds just like an anecdote, 


which the writer of this heard related in a town in the 


country within afew days. A pions Ccacon rose in a 
conference meeting, and with creat seriousness and 


deep concern observed as follows; ** My brethren, there 
is, of late, a doctrine, which seems to be believed and 
advocated by many, that teaches that all men will final- 
ly be saved; but my brethren, we hope for better 
things !? 
much better than to bave all mas.kind 


What these good things are, which are so 
delivered from 
sin, reconciled to God, and made holy and happy we 
have never been informed; but the good deacon could 
say that he hoped for something better. ¢ 

A hope is entertained that no feelings will be mdulg- 
ed on this subject, which are not consistent with the 
vast weight of its importance. ‘The anecdote is not re- 
cited by way of aspersion, but to show a parallel case 
with the one under consideration in which the absurdi- 
ty of the opposition may be seen. 

Let us look again at our subject. Come christians 
lock with caution; are you willing to say, we will not 
associate with Judas hereafter? But pause—Who did 
our blessed Saviour associate with when here on earth? 
Answer, with Judas Iscariot. Who despised Jesus be- 


iS 
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cause he was a tricnd to sinners? Answer, the Scribes 
and Pharisees. What did Jesus say to the Scribes and 
Pharisees? He said to them: ‘* Publicans and harlots 
go into the kingdom of heaven before you,”’ Allowing 
Judas to be as wicked a man in the next state as he was 
in this, yet we have no reason to believe that Jesus feels 
towards him as our opposer seems to. Jesus was once 
a friend to sinners, loved sinners, preached the gospel 


to sinners, died for sinners, prayed for sinners, arose | 


from the dead for sinners; and as he is the same yes- 
terday, to-day and forever, we rejoice in believing that 
nis cood will to sinners will eternally remam. 

How plainly the spirit of the Pharisee appears in the 
hope expressed by our opposer. How easily Judas is 


eiven up to endless misery. With what an opinion of 


: . ‘ a 5 OPE? : _ £ ¢ho ¢or f hea 2 . . 
his own goodness does our reviewer suggest the flatter- | came a great voice out of the te aple of heaven from the 


: ° | ¢birs saving is done. 
ing notion of good company in the world to come.— | throne, saying, It since 
thunders, and lightnings ; 


Could we realize how often we have bartered Christ a- 
way fora much less sum than thirty pieces of silver, 


with what modesty should we be led to speak of Judas, | 


who repented and returned the money. 
In return for the hope which our opposer expressed 
oncerning us, we will wish him the exalted station in- 
dicated by the following words: “This is a faithful 
saying, and worthy of all acceptation, that Christ Jesus 
ame into the world to save sinners, of whom I am 
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REPLY TO “IMPORTANT QUESTIONS.” 
(CONTINUED FROM PAGE 15.) 

Trak fourth and last question proposed for the con- 
sideration of Universalists, in the Boston Kaleidoscope 
is the following, ‘* If there be one chance in a million, 
or in meny millions, that the doctrine of Universalism 
be false, and that the doctrine of future punishment, in 
some shape or other, be true, are not those on safer 
ground, who believe in the latter doctrine, than those 
who believe in the former?” 

We reply to this question as follows; Ist, We inquire 
what a man of a sober mind and of common sense means 
by talking about chances in respect to the doctrine of 
God's will, which he has revealed in Jesus? The di- 
vine testimony says, that ‘*God will have all men to 
be saved and to come unto the knowledge of the truth.” 
Now what have we to do with chances in this matter? 


Would our interrogater mean to ask, if there be one | 


chance in many millions that God’s will may not be 
done, but the will of some other being prevail against it, 
is 1f not safer to believe in the power of God’s enemy, 
than to believe in him? Or does he mean to place the 
chance against the truth of this testimony, and ask us 
i; it would not be more safe for us to believe in the de- 
claration of some human creed about future damnation, 
than to believe the bible ? 

But after all, suppose universal salvation be not true, 
and I firmly believe it is, and am able to prove that the 
bible supports it ; and at Jast Iam found among those 
who were elected, from al] eternity, unto everlasting 
hie, what harm shall I then receive, in consequence of 
believing what the scriptures so fully declare, the sal- 
vation of all men? And suppose furthermore that thou- 
sands of those who believe the doctrine of eternal mis- 
ery are not elected, what benefit wiil they receive in 
the regions of misery, in consequence of their believing 
in the doctrine which they will there realize to be true ? 

To us there seems to be ncething but an endless con- 
catenation of absurdities in the question under consid- 
eration. We believe in no chance respecting the un- 
changeable goodness of the rock of our salvation. 








The following are the concluding remarks upon the 
passage in Rey. xiv. 10, 11, in our last paper. 
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 15, 
WE will inquire concerning the fourth vial. ‘+ And 
the fourth angel poured out his vial upon the sun; and 
power was given unto him to scorch men with fire.” — 


This is pothing relating to a future state. We pass to 
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the fifth. 

en the seat of the beast; and his kingdom was full # 
darkness; and they gnawed their tongues for pain, and | 
blasphemed the God of heaven, because of their pains | 
and their sores, and repented not of their deeds.” Now j 
as this beast is certainly worshipped by men in this 
world, so his seat must be here, and of course the fifth | 
vial has no allusion to a future state any more than the” 
former ones had. We will inquire after the sixth. ‘‘And 
| the sixth angel poured out his vial upon the great river, 
| Euphrates; and the waters thereof were dried up, that | 
the way of the kings of the east might be prepared.” This | 
river Euphrates is not in the eternal world, but here | 
on the earth. We now come to the seventh. ** And the 
seventh angel poured out his vial into the air ; and there 








quake, such as was not since men were upon the earth, 
so mighty an earthquake and so great.’? 
tending to the execution of this dispensation of the 
wrath of God, we learn that no part of it has any allu- 
sion to a future stat: 








Am there were voices, and 
and there was a great earth- 


By thus at- 
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‘* And the filth ange) poured out his vial up- | sage; to say, that God himeelt, being in the form of 
God, thought it not robbery to be equal with God? It 


really appears doubtful whether the Layman himseli 
would be willing to allow this. But even if he would, 
can we believe that he would also contend that the 


| subject is God himself, in verses below, where a con- 


clusion is drawn as follows ; ** Wherefore, God also hath 
highly exalted him, and given him a name which is a- 
bove every name, that in the name of Jesus every knee 
should bow, of things in heaven, and things in earth, 
and things under the earth; and that every tongue 
should confess that Jesus Christ is Lord to the glory of 
God the Father”? Yes, it partly seems so, for he has 


| quoted the last of these words in support of the idea that 


Jesus Christ is God himself. But why did he not quote 
the whole? and then his idea of the text must be as 
follows; Wherefore God also hath highly exalted him- 
self, and given himself a name, which is above every 
name, that in the name of himself every knee should 
bow, &c. Is all this a reasonable way of reading Saint 
Paul? 

Again, on page 3d, speaking of the miraculous intro- 








; but to the state of the church in 


duction of Jesus, into our world, he says ; ** This super- 


its apostacy. And we learn as much from the passage | natural creation, was to be considered analagous to his 
: . : . } } »X} } ; ” y ° 
under consideration without going to the account of | ™ysterious connexion with the Deity.” Now we ask 


those vials. 
torment ascendeth up forever and ever; and they have 
no rest day nor night who worship the beast and his im- 
age, and whosoever feceiveth the mark of his name.” 
Hfere notice, that this torment is during day and night 
which division of time appertains to this world. And 
furthermore notice, that the text says, they hare no 
rest day or night who worship the beast.’ It is while 
they worship the beast that they are tormented; and 
so it is represented where we have the account of the 
pouring out of the vials. ‘* And the first went, and 
poured out his vial on the earth ; and there fell a noise- 
some and grieveous sore upon the men which had the 
mark of the beast, and upon them which worshipped 
his image.’? See also the fifth vial. ‘* And the fifth 
angel poured out bis vial upon the seat of the beast; 
and his kingdom was full of darkness ; and they gnaw- 
ed their tongues for pain, and blasphemed the God of 
heaven, because of their pains and their sores, and re- 
pented not of their deeds.” 

The amount of the whole of this account is, that the 
false doctrine and religion, into which the christian 
church apostatised sre represented by the worshipping 
of a beast, and as giving torment to such worshippers. 
But so far from this beast having any power in a future 
state, or any worshippers in another world, we are ex- 
pressly told in the 13th of the Revelations that power 
was given to this beast **to continue forty and two 
months.” 





A LAYMAN versus CHANNING. 

HAVING read a printed letier to the Rev. Mr. CHan- 
NING on the subject of the Baltimore Sermon, signed 
**A LAYMAN,” without intending to enter Jargely into 
the debate, which we are happy im believing is in much 
better hands than our own, we thought it might be 
acceptable to our readers to see a few remarks on this 
great and weighty controversy, 

In the first place then, in relation to the letter, let it 
be allowed that the Layman has suggested many par- 
ticulars, which are worthy of serious and deep inquiry, 
and which we hope will be duly considered by those 
who deny the doctrine of the trinity. 

In the second place it may not be amiss to call on the 
Layman to consider some particulars, in which it rather 
seems that his words do not so fully accord with what 
he endeavours to maintain. For instance ; the passage 
in Phillipians which he quotes, as follows; ‘* Who, be- 
ing in the fear of God, thought it not robbery to be equal 
with God.” The query which seems to arise on this text 
is, do these words naturally indicate to the mind, that he 
who thought it not robbery to be equal with God was 
God himse){? Does this make good sense of the pas- 





See the text; ‘And the smoke of their| if these words naturally convey the idea that this ** su- 


pernatural creation” was the creation of Deity himself? 

Or do the words ‘ mysterious connexion with the Deity,” 
, naturally signify that the Deity is mysteriously connect- 
led with himself. 

Again, on page 4th, the writer quotes as follows; “In 
Jesus Christ dwelleth all the fullness of the Godhead 
bodily.”*> J.et us ask this writer if the most natural 
sense of this passage is this; in God himself dwells a)) 
fullness of the Godhead bodily? And letus further re- 
mark, that ‘Trinitarians hold that there are three per- 
sons in the Godhead, which are Galled Father, Son and 
Holy Ghost. Now according to the use which the 
Layman makes of this last quoted passage, Jesus Christ 
is not only the second person in the trinity but all three 
of the persons, for he is the fullness of the Godhead! 

The use this writer makes of the word ws, in his re- 
marks on the creation of man, seems to argue, though 
perhaps he did not notice it, that man was created three 
distinct persons, for he contends there were three per- 
sons in the Godhead who created man, and man was 
created in the image of his creator, therefore man was 
created a trinity. 

These remarks are not designed as a refutation of the 
Layman, but as a few hints which we think are wor- 
thy ef some consideration. We propose presenting our 
readers, in our next, a shorter method than the cus- 
tomary one, to canvass the doctrine of the trinity. 





To Correspondents. 


The following words in the 49th Psalm have been 
communicated, with a request for some explanation, 
*\ For the redemption of ther soid is precious, and it 
ceaseth forever.’ We should be happy to be favoured 
with an exposition of this passage. 





Errata, 

Our readers will please correct the following errors 
which passed unnoticed in our last impression. 

In the first page last column ninth line from bottom 
for ** advance” read advert. 

In the third page first colu:nn fifth line from top for 
‘* there the long, for point,” &c. read there, the longed 
for point, &e. 

In the Jast page last column twenty-fifth line from top 
after the words ** Christ was” insert the word nol. 
oo —_——_ 








MARRIED, 

In Cooperstown, (N. Y.) Mr. Jacob Edson to Miss 
Sophronia Bowen. 

In Northfield, Dr. James Bowen, of Bloomfield, Me. 
to Miss Emily Dickenson. 

in Newburyport, Mr. William Stickney, 3d. to Mrs 
Priscilla Lovett, 

In this town, Mr. Ezra Whiton, jr. to Miss Jane 
Spear. Mr. Henry Wenzel to Miss Lucy French. 
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'The following sublime, beautiful and most devotio 


Iiymwn is selected, and presented to our readers, not | 
because we suppose them unacquainted with it, but 
to refresh their memories with something so wonder- | 


fully calculated to fill the mind with reverence 


love to the Supreme Being; and also to show’the 


reader that with such 


and goodness of God, it was natural for the author 
This idea 
is every where favoured, but plainly expressed in the 
** f cannot go where universal love 


to express his belief in universal goodness. 


following words ; 
not smiles around.” 
HiY MN. 


PHESE, as they change, Aimighty Father, 
Are but the varied God. ‘The rolling ye ar 
Is fullof thee. Forth in the pleasing Spring 
Thy beauty walks, thy tenderness and love. 
Wide flush the fields; the sot Cning airis balm ; 
Echo the mountains round ; the forest smiles; 
And ey’ry sense, and ev'ry heart is joy. 

Then comes thy glory in the Summer months 
With light and heat refulgent. Then thy sun 
Shoots full perfection through the swelling year: 
And oft thy voice in dreadiul thunder speaks ; 
And oft at dawn, deep noon, or falling eve, 

By brooks and groves, in hoilow-whisp’ring gales. 
Thy bounty shines in 


these 9 


Autumn unconiin’d, 
And spreads a common feast for all thet lives. 

In Winter awful thou! with clouds and storms 
{round thee thrown, tempest o’er tempest roll’d, 
Majestic darkness! on the whirlwind’s wing, 
Riding sublime, thou bid’s the world adore, 

And humblest nature with thy northern blast. 


Mysterious round! what skill, what force 
Deep felt, in these appear! a simple train, 
Yet so delightfu] mix’d, with such kind art, 
such beanty and beneficence combin‘d ; 
Shade, unperceived, so soft’ning into shade ; 
And al) so forming an harmonious whole ; 
Mhat, as they still succeed, they ravish still. 
But wand’ring oft, with brute unconscious gaze, 
Man marks not thee, marks not the mighty hand, 
Chat, ever-busy, wheels the silent sphe res ; 


Works in the secret deep ; shoots, steaming thence 


‘The fair profusion that o’erspreads the Spring. 

Flings from the sun direct the flaming day ; 

Feeds ev’ry creature; hurls the tempest forth ; 

And, as on earth this grateful change revolves, 

With transport touches all the springs of life. 
Nature, attend ! join ev'ry living soul, 

Beneath the spacious temple of the sky, 

in adoration join ; and, ardent, raise 

One gen ral song! To him, ye vocal gales 


Breathe soft, whose spirit in your oslens breathes ; 
, 


i 
O talk of him in solitary glooms! 
Where, o’er the rock, the scarcely waving pine 
Fills the brown shade with a relig ripe awe, 
And ye, whose bolder note is heard afar, 
Who shake th’ astonish’d world, lift hich to hh 
Th? impetuous song, and say from whom » ou rage 
His praise, ye brooks, attune, ye trembing mills ; 
And let me catch it as | muse alone 
Ye headlong torrents, rapid, and proton 
Ye softer floods, that lead the hunud im 
Along the vale ; and thou. majestic man 
A secret world of wonders in thyseli, 
Sound in his stupendous praise ; Whose cr 
Or bids you roar, or bids your roarings tall. 
Soft roll your incense, herbs, and truits and 
In mingled clouds to him; whose sun exalts, 


iter vol 


Whose breath perfumes you, and whose pencil paints, 


Ye forests bend, ye harvests wave, to hun ; 
Breathe your still song into the reaper’s heart, 
As home he goes beneath the joyous moon. 
Ye that keep watch in heav’n, as earth asleep 
Unconscious lies, effuse your mildest beams, 
Ye constellations, while your angels strike, 
Amid the sparkling sky, the silver lyre. 
Great source of day ! best image here below 
Of thy creator, ever pouring wide, 

From world to world, the vital ocean round, 
On nature write with ey’ry beam his praise. 


The thunder rolls: be hush'd the prostrate world ; 


While cloud to cloud returns the selezan hymn. 
Bleat out afresh, ye hills; ye mossy rocks, 
Retain the sound; the bread responsive low, 


EE S| 


and 


vast conceptions of the ways 


divine, 





eav'n ‘ 
| In equ 


il live, 
my dy | 
i] wish 


“upon 
ti spit ce of eve ry hi 


flow’rs 
| po nt of a diamond in the rock forever.—God vs ris 
I would that these ponderous P 
inch might pass from and to land—prostrate nations | ° 
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Ye valleys, raise; for the Great Shepherd reigns; - 
And his unsuff’ring kingdom yet will come 

Ye woodland s all. awake 7. boundless Sone 

Burst from the groves! and whea ? e restless day, 
Expiring, lays the warbling world asleep, 

sweet phuisiiela ! charia 


Sweetest of birds! 
night his praise, 


The list’ning shades, and teach the 
Ye chief, tor whom the whole creation smiles, 
At once the head, the heart, and tongue of all. 
Crown the creat hymn! in sw arming cities vast, 
Assembled tur 
The long resounding 
At solemn pauses, through 
And, as each miugling flume inereascs each, 
In one united ardor rise to heavn. 

Or if you rather chouose the rural shack 

And tind a fane in ev'ry 
There let the shephera’s flute, the virgin’s lay, 
The prompting scraph, and the poet's lyre, 
Still sing the God ot as they roll 

For me, when I forget the darling theme, 


‘n, to the deep organ jou 
voice, oft brea! Ug lear, 


the swelling bas 


) 
‘ 


sacred crove 4 


asons, 


Whether the blossom blo ws, the summer ray 
Russets the plain, inspiring Avttummn gleats ; 
Or winter rises in the black’ning east; 


Be my tongue mute, may fancy ? aint no more, 

And, dead to joy, for get my heart to beat! 
Should fate command me to the 

Of the green earth, to distant barb’rous cl 

Rivers unknown to song; where first the sun, 

Gilds Indian mountains, or his setting beam 

Flames on th’ Atlantic isles ; *tis nought to me 

God is ever present, ever felt, 

In the void waste as inthe city full; 

And w he re he vital breathes there must be joy. 

When e’en at last the solemn hour shall come, 

And wing my mystic flight to future worlds, 

; cheerful will obe y; there, with new pow’rs, 
Vill rising wonders sing; I cannot go 

hs here universal love not smiles around, 

Sustaining all yon orbs, and all their sons ; 

From seeming evil still educing good, 

Aud better thence again, and better still, 

In infinite progression. but I lose 

Myself in him, in light ineffable : 

Come then, expressive silence, muse his p 

[ THOMSON. 


farthest verge 


ies, 


since 


aise, 





From the Columbian Telescope. 
i 


PULPIT ELOQUENCE. 
Close of a Sermon. hy Dr. Griffin, Pastor of a Church 
in Newark, N. J. 


Now then, my friends, my reasons are all before you, 
and | aes to be justified by your consciences, while | 
execute the commission given me in the text. God hath 
said to eg wieked, **O wicked man thou shalt surely 
die ;°? and the watchman are commanded upon their pe- 
rilto sound the alarm. I therefore solemnly declare, 
in the name of God, that there is a dreadful war waged 
of all the divine perfections against sin—that the sacred 
of heaven have taken the field—that every clory 
Godhead holds a livid lightning pointed at every 


rights 


oi the 


| thought—that thie inviolable honour of heayven’s King is 


} 


niisted,. and is <« oming 


ally solemn ton 
} 


down to crush a rebellious world. 
‘s | deciare, as ny office obliges, 
ind call every angel to witness, that in this war, God 7s 
chiand the world is wrong. These great truths, while 
I will declare, and hope to prononnee them with 
ing breath,—God ts right and the world is wrong. 
they were set forth m broad letters upon every 
forehead, and with a pen dipped in heaven were written 
1 wish they were set upon the fron- 
ok, and posted in sunbeams at the 


corner of every strect,—that they were graven with the 
] 


every heart. 


and the world is wrong 


unknown tongues, and, rolling through every clime, 


micht bring a humbled world to ask for mercy at a Sa- | pose than to promote wild and extr: 


viour’s feet. 

Standing on my watch tower, I am commanded, if | 
see aught of evil coming, to give warning. | again so- 
lemnly declare that { do disc: ‘rn evil approaching ; Lsee 

a storm collecting in the heavens: I discover the emo- 
tion of the troubled elements ; I hear the roar of distant 
wind—Heaven and earth seem mingled in the conflict-— 
and I cry to those for whom [ watch, “A storm! Astorm ! 
Get you into the ark or you are swept away.—Oh, what 
is it | see? I see a world convulsed and falling to ruins 


'—the sea burning like oil—nations rising from under 
gror und—the sun falling —the damned in chains betore 
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! of this vision, which the Dr 
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the bar, and some of my poor hearers with them! [ see 
them cast from the b battle ments of the judgment scene: 
My God! the eternal pit has closed upon them forever! 


OnE motive which has induced us to present the fore- 


going to our readers is, that they may have an opportu- 


nity to compare what the vain wisdoin of this world calls 


Punrit Enoavenck, with ScRipture ELoavence. 
See Tsatah 7—10; ** How beautiful upon the 
mountains are the teet of him that bringeth good tidings, 
that publi-heth that bringeth good tidings of 
sood, that publisheth salyation; that saith unto Zion, 
Thy God r igneth ! hee y watchman shall leas up the 
voice; with the voice wether shall the y sing: for they 

wll see eye to eye, whi n the Lord shall tring again 
Zion. Break ferth into joy, sing together, ve waste 
Jerusalem: for the Lord hath comforted his 
hath redeemed Je The Lord hath 


peace 5 


ve om he rusalem. 


mad : bare his holy arm in the eyes of all the nations; 
ae all the ends of the exurth shall see the salyation of 
ur God.’ 

Luke 4. 16—22; ** And le came to Nazareth, where 
he had been brought up: and, as his custom was, he 
went into the synagogue on the sabbath day, ind stood 
up for toread. And there was dehvered unto him the 


and, when he had opened 
where it was written, The 
rd is upon me, because he hath anointed 
ZOs} el to the poor ; he hath sent me 
to prea h deliverance to 


rophet Ksalas: 
und the pl ce 


book of the I 
the be k, hye 
spirit of the L 
me to pre ach the 
kken-hearted, 
the « aptive s, and recovering of sight to the blind, to set 
at libe n that are bruised; to preach the accep- 
table year of the Lord. And he closed the book, and 
he gave it acain to the mini sat down. And 
t 
t 


rty the: 


ster, and 
all them that were in the synagogue wert 
And he began te su upon them, 
This day is this s juliled in yourears. And all 
bare him witness, at the vracious words 
which proceeded out of his mouth.’ - 


* eyes ot 
astene d upon him. 
scripture 
and woud red 


? 
; 


how vastly 


pelis from Dr. Griilin’s sub- 


Let us observe different the divine and 
glorious subje ct of the ge 
In the gospe ] th. 
ings of Goov, they are 


that all the 
tion of our God. 


tidings are Goon; they are tid- 
SALVATION, they de- 
salva- 


tidings ol 


clare ends of the earth shall see the 


Jesus was anointed to proclaim lib- 


erty to captives, to open th blind eyes, to bring the 
prisoners out of the } rison house , to bind uy f he broken 


hearted, to md the remission of sins, to 


“lve repentance 
not to condemn th 


echt be saved, 


call sinners to repentance, he cans 


world, but that the world through him mi 
he gave himese If a ransom for all men. and isthe Saviour 
of all men. But what does our Dr. declare? He de- 


clares ** that the inviolable honor of he 


listed, and is coming down to crust: a rebellions world.” 
Then the facts are as follow: Jesus came not to con- 
demn the world, but to save the world, and God's hon- 
our comes to crush the world! 

The Dr. told his audience that saw a storm col 
lecting, a world convulsed and falling to rnins—t 
burning like oil—rations rsing from under gz j—ihe 
sun falline—the damr nh ¢ ns betoere the bar. and 
some of his poor hearers with them, he saw them cast 

hf 


from the battlements of the judgment scene; the sight 


produced kind Oj } rcoXysin, and ne cr 
‘Father forgive them,’? but My God! the eternal pit 


has closed upon them forever. These were the ¢ 


ied out. nof 


racious 


words that proce ded Out ¢ tr has mo thy. 
.yine truth give no accoun 
said he saw, and 


e and dis 


Now nas the scrip tures of 
as it em 
unreasonabl 
besides being calculated to terrify 
to answer no other pur- 
agant fancies, fos- 
tered by priest craft, and selediatet to ices the people 
t call this, which 


braces certain things which are 
to God, 


weak minds, and 


honourable 
and trouble 


in ignorance, we ask why we may no 
the Columbian Telescope calls Puiprr EroavEncF, 
Puupir Proranity? If the Dr. did absolutely, in 4 
divine vision, see some of his hearers cast down from 
the battlements of the judgment scene, and ihe eternal 
pit close upon them, could he expect to convert them 
by telling them their doom? ‘To the law and to the 
testimony if they speak not according to this rule, it 18 
because there is no light in them.” 
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